SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES	563
observations and will study the question thoroughly before making an
overture; but the fact that the British Government are willing to discuss
the question is, he considers, and as he expressed it, a great evolution in
our relations and a historical event" (BD., IV, 283-4). The importance of
these conversations lies in the optimism with which Izvolski felt encour-
aged to proceed to the Buchlau negotiations (without informing England
beforehand), and in the pessimistic despair with which he learned on
visting England after Buchlau that Grey refused after all to concede
opening the Straits to Russian warships alone, according to Izvolski's plan,
as I have indicated on pp. 380-1.
I, 368-378. The Buchlau Meeting, and the preliminaries leading up to
it, can now be followed in great detail from the Austrian side in Oe.-U.A.,
I, 1-92. Baron Taube, p. 173 ff., adds some light from the Russian side.
But precisely what was said cannot be exactly determined and probably
never can be. It had been agreed at Buchlau by Izvolski and Aehrenthal
that Izvolski should make a memorandum of their conversations at
Buchlau and submit it to Aehrenthal. Unfortunately Izvolski neglected
to do this at once. He had not even done it at the time of his return to
St. Petersburg six weeks later at the end of October (Oe.-U.A., I, 90, 144,
252). By this time, however, he had learned to his great sorrow that he
would be unable, on account of Sir Edward Grey's attitude and on account
of domestic criticism in Russia, to pocket his expected share of the
Buchlau bargain; his chagrin seems to have warped his recollection of
what was said at Buchlau. Aehrenthal also drew up a memorandum of the
Buchlau conversations (Oe.-U,A., I, 86-92), but it is not clear that it was
strictly contemporary,
I, 378-406. On the long Bosnian Crisis of 1908-09 and its immediate
consequences, see Oe.-U.A., I, 92-895; II, 1-285; B.D., V, 366-815; and
Harold Nicolson, Lord Carnock, chs. x, xi; he points out (p. 311 f.) that
it is not true to say that Sir Arthur Nicolson was at the bottom of Izvpl-
ski's resistance. And in fact we know that at the end of the crisis Izvolski
suddenly capitulated without waiting to hear his advice—much to Nicol-
son's regret (cf. B.D., V, 736-7). Nicolson was also properly and shrewdly
skeptical as to Izvolski's account the Buchlau affair; on Jan. 2, 1909, for
instance, he wrote confidentially to Grey:
"At the time the preliminary explanations which M, Izvolski gave me
did not seem to me to be quite convincing. . . . and it may be that M.
Izvolski committed himself a little further than he is willing to admit.
His position on the question is a little tangled and hampered by various
secret arrangements which seem to be emerging piecemeal' into publicity,
concluded between Russia and Austria-Hungary; but it would create a
painful impression here if it were believed that during M. Izvolski's tenure
of office, and after the Sanjak railway incident, pourparlers had taken place
in respect to the incorporation of Bosnia and Herzegovina" (B.D., 'V,
547-8).
I, 413-426. On Izvolski's efforts to open the Straits in 1911, see the
documents between Nov. 4 and Dec. 30; 1911, listed in D.D.F., 3me Serie,
I, pp. xxif.

